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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
08/27/07 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-10, 13-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Winner et al. (US 6272074) (hereafter Winner) in view of Furukawa et al. (US 

6594637, hereafter Furukawa). 



Regarding claims 1 and 13, Winner discloses: A computer-implemented method of 
filtering recurrence events (i.e., repetitive calendar event are stored as single entries in the 
present invention suing an expression language, col. 3, lines 23-36, Winner) and a computer- 
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readable medium bearing computer-executable instructions which, when executed, carry out a 
method of filtering recurrence events comprising: 

in response to receiving a request to display a recurrence event in a computing device 
(i.e., an event request is submitted to the database so that the scheduler process can complete the 
request, col. 4, lines 33-44), determining if a filter for identifying items that match a search 
criteria defined by the user is required to satisfy said request (i.e., the scheduler process obtains 
the data, compares the calendar data, and sets an event in the calendars of the attendees when an 
appropriate event period is determine, col. 4, lines 40-44), wherein said recurrence event is 
represented in a database in a single database record (i.e., an event is stored as a collection of 
information in a storage means, an event is a record or table of fields, col. 4, lines 45-54, 
Winner). 

However, Winner is silent to disclose: if a filter is required to satisfy said request and not 
satisfy said request. On the other hand, Furukawa discloses: if a filter is required to satisfy said 
request, creating a data set that is stored in the memory of the computing device related to said 
recurrence event consisting of filtered items and exceptions ( i.e., inputting a routine condition 
such as every day, every other day . . . and an exceptional condition such as "a holiday is not 
registered and a "a registration on a holiday is shifted up to the previous day" can be set up as 
routine condition for possible to set up a schedule".. . see col. 10, lines 41 to col. 11, lines 20, 
Furukawa); and 

structuring said data set of filtered items and exceptions for display on the computing 
device, wherein structuring said data set includes expanding said recurrence event from the 
single database record (i.e., the routine schedule data generating part 1 12 of obtains information 
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of holidays related to the output of the routine schedule from the holiday management table 
using information of the routine period 217 and routine condition 219 and calculates the date on 
which the routine schedule is outputted...see col. 10, lines 51-57, Furukawa); 

conversely, if a filter is not required to satisfy said request; creating a data set that is 
stored in the memory of the computing device related to said recurrence event consisting of 
filtered items, recurrence events, and exceptions ( i.e., inputting a routine condition such as 
every day, every other day. . . and an exceptional condition such as "a holiday is not registered 
and a "a registration on a holiday is shifted up to the previous day" can be set up as routine 
condition for possible to set up a schedule".. . see col. 10, lines 41 to col. 11, lines 20, Furukawa) 
; and 

structuring said data set of filtered items, recurrent events, and exceptions for display on 
the computing device, wherein structuring said data set includes expanding said recurrence event 
from the single database record (i.e., the routine schedule data generating part 1 12 of obtains 
information of holidays related to the output of the routine schedule from the holiday 
management table using information of the routine period 217 and routine condition 219 and 
calculates the date on which the routine schedule is outputted...see col. 10, lines 51-57, 
Furukawa). 

Thus, at the time invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to include generating a Hypertext Markup Language document 
suitable for display by a Web browser program in the system of Winner as taught by 
Barnett. The motivation being to enable the system to generate an html file which an 
be passed to the user and read by a browser. 
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Regarding claims 2 and 14, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claims 1 and 13 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa 
discloses: wherein the request to display at least one recurrence event is generated by a 
client-computing device (i.e., the scheduler process to compute the days on which an 
event occurs, col. 5, lines 30-40, Winner). 

Regarding claims 3 and 15, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claims 1 and 13 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa 
discloses: wherein the request to display at least one recurrence event is received by a 
server-computing device (col. 4, lines 33-44, Winner). 

Regarding claims 4 and 16, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 3 and 15 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa discloses: 
wherein server-computing device includes the database that supports a Structure Query 
Language (col. 4, lines 18-20, Winner). 

Regarding claims 5 and 17, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claims 1 and 13 above, respectively. Winner/ Furukawa discloses: 
disclose: the steps wherein creating a data set that is stored in the memory of the 
computing device consisting of filtered items and exceptions comprises: 
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(a) obtaining a data set of exceptions (i.e., recurring event expression including an anti- 
event, col. 10, lines 1-65, Winner); 

(b) obtaining a data set of filtered items, the data set of filtered items including recurrence 
events and exceptions (i.e., recurring event expression including an anti-event, col. 10, lines 1- 
65, Winner); 

(c) identifying exceptions that are not included in the exceptions included in the data set 
of filtered items by applying a set operation on the data set of exceptions and the data set of 
filtered items (i.e., the working day recurrence expressions contain the recurrence expression, but 
the user's non- working days follow the recurrence expression. This is indicated by a double 
pound sign (##). , in the table 3, the user's non-working days are Sunday and Saturday indicated 
by values of 1 and 7 enclosed in parentheses for the day field of the anti-event, col. 10, lines 15- 
52, Winner); and 

(d) adding the exceptions that are not included in the data set of filtered items to the data 
set of filtered items (col. 10, lines 61-65, Winner). 

Regarding claims 6 and 18, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 5 and 17 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa discloses: 
wherein obtaining a data set of exceptions comprises: generating a database query that requests 
exceptions (i.e., recurring event expression including an anti-event, col. 10, lines 1-65, Winner); 
b) applying said database to a database query (requested the sum schedule (col. 10, lines 
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66 to col. 11, lines 15, Winner); and in response to said database query, receiving said 
data set of exceptions (col. 10, lines 66 to col. 1 1, lines 15, Winner). 

Regarding claims 7 and 19, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 5 and 17 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa discloses: 
wherein obtaining a data set of filtered items comprises: generating a database query 
that requests recurrence events and exceptions (i.e., recurring event expression including 
an anti-event, col. 10, lines 1-65, Winner); applying said database query to a database 
query exceptions (col. 10, lines 66 to col. 11, lines 15, Winner); and in response to said 
database query, receiving said data set of recurrence events and exceptions (col. 10, 
lines 66 to col. 11, lines 15, Winner). 

Regarding claims 8 and 20, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 4 and 17 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa discloses: 
wherein identifying exceptions that are not included in the exceptions included in the 
data set of filtered items comprises performing a computer-implemented set difference 
operation between: (a) the exceptions; and (b) the data set of filtered items (col. 10, lines 
58 to col. 11, lines 18, Winner). 

Regarding claims 9 and 21, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 4 and 17 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa discloses: 
wherein adding the subset of exceptions that are not included in the data set of filtered 
items to the data set of filtered items comprises performing a computer-implemented set 
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union operation between: (a) the exceptions; and (b) the data set of filtered items col. 10, 
lines 58 to col. 11, lines 18, Winner). 

Regarding claim 20, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 17 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa discloses: wherein identifying 
exceptions that are not included in the exceptions included in the data set of filtered 
items comprises performing a computer-implemented set difference operation between: 
the exceptions; and the data set of filtered items (table 1 and col. 6, 1, lines 18 to col. 7, 
lines 17, Winner). 

Regarding claim 21, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 17 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa discloses: wherein adding the 
subset of exceptions that are not included in the data set of filtered items to the data set 
of filtered items comprises performing a computer-implemented set union operation 
between: (a) the exceptions; and (b) the data set of filtered items (table 1 and col. 6, 1, 
lines 18 to col. 7, lines 17, Winner). 

Regarding claims 10 and 22, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 13 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa discloses: 
further comprising rendering said data set of filtered items structured for display on the 
computing device on the display associated with the computing device (col. 4, lines 23- 
31 and col. 11, lines 20-38. Winner). 
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Claims 11, 12, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Winner et al. (US 6272074) (hereafter Winner) in view of Furukawa 
et al. (US 6594637, hereafter Furukawa) and further in view of Barnett et al. (US 
6369840) (hereafter Barnett). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 23, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 10 and 22 above, respectively. However, Winner/ Furukawa didn't disclose: 
discloses: wherein said rendering comprises generating a Hypertext Markup Language 
document suitable for display by a Web browser program. On the other hand, Barnett 
discloses: wherein said rendering comprises generating a Hypertext Markup Language 
document suitable for display by a Web browser program (col. 18, lines 23-26, 
Barnett).Thus, at the time invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to include generating a Hypertext Markup Language 
document suitable for display by a Web browser program in the system of Winner as 
taught by Barnett. The motivation being to enable the system to generate an html file 
which an be passed to the user and read by a browser. 

Regarding claims 12 and 24, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 1 and 23 above, respectively. In addition, Winner/ Furukawa /Bernett 
discloses: wherein said Hypertext Markup Language document displays a calendar 
that contains at least one item (col. 18, lines 53-67, Barnett). Thus, at the time 
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invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to include generating a Hypertext Markup Language document suitable for display by a 
Web browser program in the system of Winner as taught by Barnett. The motivation 
being to enable the system to generate an html file which an be passed to the user and 
read by a browser. 



Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cindy Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4025. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Apu Mofiz can be reached on 571-272-4080. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
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